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regarding unmarked crosswalk would have altered court’s judgment; whether
trial court should have rendered judgment on merits rather than dismissed action.
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ported hearing officer’s finding of pattern or practice of noncompliance by plain-
Liff with permit requirements, in violation of statute (§ 22a-6m [a]), so as to
warrant revocation of general permit registration and denial of application for
individual permit; claim that denial of permit application was not warranted
even if plaintiff’s compliance history demonstrated pattern of noncompliance;
whether it was abuse of discretion to deny permit application and revoke general
permit registration; claim that trial court improperly upheld defendant’s decision
because hearing officer failed to apply correct standard of review, claim that
hearing officer abused discretion by excluding evidence of prior enforcement
actions by Department of Energy and Environmental Protection against other
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not biased.
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reasonable probability that, but for trial counsel’s allegedly deficient performance
during plea proceeding, he would not have accepted plea offer and instead would
have gone to trial.
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Arbitration; whether trial court properly rendered judgment granting application for
order to proceed to arbitration regarding termination of plaintiff’s employment,
claim that termination of plaintiff’s employment did not involve dispute arising
oul of interpretation or enforcement of parties’ employment agreement and, there-
Sore, that arbitration provision contained in that agreement was not applicable;
claim that employment contract was void and unenforceable; whether issue of
validity of employment contract should be considered by arbitrator in first
instance where party did mot challenge arbitration clause in employment
agreement.
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alternative legal remedies available to him regarding ineffective assistance of
counsel claim.
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narcotics; whether trial court abused its discretion when it failed to grant defend-
ant’s request to represent himself and suggested that his trial counsel continue
to represent him through voir dire; claim that jury was misled by trial court’s
instructions on conspiracy charge; claim that trial court failed to instruct jury
on elements of possession of narcotics and possession of narcotics with intent to
sell; claim that trial court failed to instruct jury to determine which of underlying
charged crimes defendant had conspired to commit; whether trial court improp-
erly sentenced defendant to twenty years incarceration on conspiracy conviction,
where most serious crime of which he was convicted that was proved to have
been object of conspiracy carried maximum possible prison sentence of fifteen
years; vacation of sentence on conspiracy conviction.
State v. Grant . . . . . . .. e
Manslaughter in first degree with firearm,; assault in first degree; harmless error;
claim that trial court abused its discretion in admitting certain witness’ testi-
mony and portions of defendant’s statements to police indicating that defendant
was involved in sale of drugs; whether admission of subject evidence was harm-
less; whether defendant demonstrated that admission of subject evidence had
significant impact on jury’s verdict; claim that trial court abused its discretion
in permitling state to elicit testimony from witness that he had observed defendant
carrying firearm on prior occasion; whether any alleged error in admission of
witness’ statement was harmless.
State v. Jackson . . . . .. e
Assault in first degree; tampering with witness; claim that evidence was insufficient
to prove defendant’s identity as perpetrator of stabbing to support conviction of
assault in first degree; claim that evidence was insufficient to support conviction
of tampering with witness; whether trial court reasonably could have found that
defendant attempted to induce witness to testify falsely; claim that trial court
improperly denied motion to dismiss tampering with witness charges; claim
that state violated separation of powers doctrine when it added witness tampering
charges to substitute information without judicial determination as to whether
probable cause existed for added offenses; reviewability of unpreserved claim
that trial court violated defendant’s sixth amendment right to confrontation and
abused its discretion when it prevented him from asking witness certain questions
on recross-examination.
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Conspiracy to commit burglary in third degree; whether trial court lacked jurisdic-
tion to consider motion to open judgment of conviction following imposition of
sentence; reviewability of claims that trial court improperly denied application
Sfor accelerated rehabilitation program and that trial court erred in determining
that defendant received effective assistance of counsel; reviewability of unpre-
served claim that trial court had jurisdiction to correct imposition of illegal
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sentence pursuant to applicable rule of practice (§ 43-22) where defendant did
not file motion to correct illegal sentence.
State v. Lebrick . . . . . . e 221
Felony murder; home invasion; conspiracy to commit home invasion; burglary in
first degree; attempt to commit robbery in first degree; assault in first degree;
claim that former testimony of witness was inadmissible hearsay because it did
not fall within exception to hearsay rule set forth in § 8-6 (1) of Connecticut
Code of Evidence; claim that state failed to establish that witness was unavailable;
whether state demonstrated that it made good faith effort to locate witness, claim
that admission of witness’ former testimony violated defendant’s rights under
confrontation clause of sixth amendment to United States constitution; claim
that trial court improperly admitted testimony of firearm and tool mark expert
in violation of § 4-1 of Connecticut Code of Evidence because state failed to
establish relevancy of his testimony by providing sufficient evidentiary founda-
tion that photographs, report, and notes relied on by expert were associated with
crimes at issue in present case; claim that defendant’s right to confrontation
was implicated by admission of expert’s opinion testimony where expert’s opin-
ton was formulated in part on basis of his review of ballistic report prepared by
Sformer employee of state’s forensic laboratory who was not available to testify
at trial.
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Arson in first degree; whether trial court improperly denied motions to suppress
statements defendant made to police and items police seized during investigatory
stop and patdown for weapons; claim that police lacked reasonable and articulable
suspicion that defendant was involved in criminal activity; claim that patdown
of defendant for weapons was improper because totality of circumstances did
not support trial court’s finding that police reasonably believed that defendant
may have been armed and dangerous; whether propriety of investigatory stop
and subsequent patdown made it reasonable for police to enlarge scope of search
by seizing items defendant was carrying; whether trial court abused its discretion
by compelling defendant to disclose to state prior to trial substance of opinions
of expert witness; claim that court’s actions impaired defendant’s ability to
present defense and diluted right to assistance of counsel.
State v. Montana. . . . . . . . ... e 261
Sexual assault in first degree; risk of injury to child; whether state presented suffi-
cient evidence to support conviction of sexual assault in first degree and risk of
ingury to child; credibility of witnesses; whether trial court abused its discretion
in excluding third-party culpability evidence proffered by defendant.
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Murder; claim that trial court abused its discretion in denying motions to correct
illegal sentence and to allow expert witness to testify; claim that defendant’s
chronological age at time of crime was not representative of mental age; claim
that trial court should have applied rationale of Miller v. Alabama (567 U.S. 460)
and its progeny to adult defendant whose mental age, at time of crime, was not
substantially different from that of juvenile; whether trial court was required under
Miller necessarily and expressly to take defendant’s mental state into consideration
at sentencing where defendant was twenty years old at time of crime; whether
defendant set forth colorable claim for relief under Miller; whether trial court
lacked subject matter jurisdiction over motion to correct illegal sentence; whether
trial court properly denied motion to allow expert testimony.
State v. OUtlaw. . . . . . . . . L e 345
Assault of public safety personnel; plain error; whether defendant explicitly waived
claim that trial court failed to give detailed instruction concerning whether
correction officer was acting in performance of duties in alleged use of unneces-
sary or unreasonable force; whether defendant demonstrated that trial court
committed plain error by failing to instruct jury that unwarranted or excessive
Sforce by correction officer was not within performance of officer’s duties.
State v. Stanley (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... .. ... 901
State v. TuCKer. . . . . . . . . e 270
Probation; assault in third degree; claim that trial court erred in admitting 911
recording into evidence; claim that trial court erroneously found that defendant
violated probation; claim that trial court abused its discretion in imposing
sentence of three years incarceration; whether trial court properly overruled
objection to admission of 911 recording that was based on lack of foundation
Sor recording; whether trial court properly authenticated 911 recording; whether
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defendant sustained burden of providing adequate record to review claim of
due process violation; whether admission of recording constituted plain error;
whether trial court properly found that defendant violated probation; whether
trial court abused its discretion in revoking defendant’s probation.

Tirado v. Torrington. . . . . . . . . . . . e e e 95

Allegedly improper tax assessment of plaintiff’s motor vehicle; subject matter juris-

diction; whether trial court properly dismissed plaintiff’s action for lack of subject
matter jurisdiction; whether trial court incorrectly determined that statute (§ 12-
119) governing applications for relief when property has been wrongfully assessed
applied to plaintiff’s claim; whether trial court correctly determined that statute
($ 12-117a) governing appeals to Superior Court from municipal boards of
assessment appeals applied to plaintiff’s claim,; whether plaintiff failed to exhaust
her available administrative remedies before appealing to Superior Court; claim
that plaintiff did not receive notice of defendant’s certificate of change and tax
assessment in time to challenge assessment.
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